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Whereas the President of the Association, Mr. Seth Gordon, has efficiently and 
effectively acted in the capacity of a coordinator and liaison officer between the Federal 
agencies and the members of the Association, and 
Whereas as a result of his diligence and effective work the several states have been 
promptly advised of important developments from time to time: 
Now therefore be it resolved that by means of this resolution the Association express 
our appreciation to Mr. Gordon for his efforts in this connection, and 
Be it resolved that succeeding Presidents of the Association be urged to continue 
such work and to continue the dissemination of timely information to the members, thereby 
rendering a real service not only to the various members, but also to the U. S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and other governmental agencies. 
UNIFORM ACCOUNTING FOR FISH HATCHERY PRODUCTION 
Whereas we recognize that many of the difficulties involved in present-day fish- 
restocking actiyities result from lack of uniformity of methods and standardization of measur- 
ing and reporting fish-hatchery production, and 
Whereas the several states would welcome assistance with this problem and are eager 
to adopt uniform methods which simplify operation and administration: 
Therefore be it resolved that the International Association of Game, Fish and Con- 
servation Commissioners, together with the American Fisheries Society, appoint appropriate 
committees to study this situation and prepare standard procedures for this purpose and 
report at the next convention. 
FEDERAL AID IN FISHERIES RESTORATION 
Whereas the several states are advancing their game programs immeasurably through 
Federal aid in wildlife restoration, under the Pittman-Robertson Act and are accomplishing 
many permanent improvements in the perpetuation, restoration and conservation of game 
birds and mammals, and 
Whereas most of the states are conducting wildlife projects now that will be of 
lasting benefit to all of the people and that much of this work could never have been achieved 
without Federal cooperation, and 
Whereas the conservationists of the nation understand and appreciate the good that 
has and will be derived from these Federal state-aid projects and are willing to pay for 
additional work to provide recreation and relaxation which is vital to national defense and 
future welfare, and 
Whereas the Pittman-Robertson funds cannot be used for fisheries activities, although 
there is a definite and positive need for the revitalization of the nation’s fisheries program, 
that affords food, sport and a livelihood to millions of people: 
Therefore be it resolved that the International Association of Game, Fish and Con- 
servation Commissioners, in convention assembled in St. Louis, Missouri, August 28, 1941, 
hereby affirms its previous position and urges the Congress of the United States to enact 
legislation similar to the Pittman-Robertson Act to provide Federal aid in fisheries restora- 
tion and conservation. 
Be it further resolved that the President of the Association appoint a committee 
to take all necessary steps to expedite the passage of H. R. 3361 by Buck and S. 1614 by 
Clark of Missouri, with certain amendments to coordinate these measures to the pending 
revenue bill and to the discussions of this and previous conventions. 
POLLUTION ABATEMENT 
Whereas water pollution has long been a national disgrace and a most serious 
limiting factor in fisheries resources, a menace to public health, a destroyer of vast recrea- 
tional facilities and is now impairing our national welfare, and 
Whereas years of experience have proved that state or local control has been 
ineffective in correcting this evil, particularly with regard to industrial pollution, because 
of the reluctance of local or state political bodies to enforce restrictions on their industries 
when competitors in other states are not required to do likewise: 
Therefore be it resolved that the International Association of Game, Fish and Con- 
servation Commissioners, in their convention assembled in St. Louis, Missouri, urge Congress 
to pass uniform Federal legislation which will prevent the spread of pollution from new 
sources and bring about the abatement of that which now exists in a fair and equitable 
manner as is provided in House Bill 3778 by Mundt, now before the House Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, and in Senate Bill 1121 by Gillette, now before the Senate Commerce 
Committee. 
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Mr. Wm. F. Chisholm (Louisiana): I move the adoption of the report 
of the committee, with the exception of Resolution No. 10, with regard to 
the Mundt Bill, and that this resolution be tabled for subsequent action. 
The President: There was a motion to act upon the resolutions except 
the one applying to pollution, the Mundt Bill. Is there a seconder to that 
motion? 
(The motion was seconded by several members.) 
The President: Then it is moved and seconded that we act upon the 
resolutions en bloc, except the one with reference to the Mundt Bill, which 
is to be acted upon separately. 
(The motion was agreed to.) 
The President: It is so ordered. Now I am ready to receive a motion 
to act favorably upon the other resolutions — all except the Mundt Bill. 
What is your pleasure with respect to all the resolutions except the one 
on pollution? 
Mr. Chisholm: My motion included the adoption of the report of the 
committee, with that exception. 
The President: I did not so understand. It is clear, then, that the 
convention has formally agreed to the adoption of all the resolutions except 
the one on pollution. I take it that is the sense of the meeting. We will 
consider now action upon No. 10, the Mundt Bill — pollution abatement. 
Mr. Talbott Denmead: I move that the resolution be adopted. 
Mr. Poe: I second the motion. 
The President: It has been moved and seconded that Resolution No. 10 
be adopted. 
Mr. Chisholm: With respect to this resolution I take the same position, 
that of an unregenerated heretic, that I took in Detroit a couple of years 
ago — that the Mundt Bill is entirely unnecessary and that it is defective 
in several points. In the first place, this organization of state administrators 
cannot consistently support a further invasion of state’s rights in the matter 
of pollution and still condemn invasion of state’s rights in the matter of 
the building of high dams or the taking over of control of non-migratory 
game in forests. It is very definitely a further extension of the invasion of 
state’s rights. In the second place, it places Federal authority in control 
of pollution. Our interest in the control of pollution is largely a matter of 
interest in the preservation of game and fish. This bill places that authority 
in the Public Health Service. The Public Health Service has demonstrated 
its interest in the preservation of aquatic life and of all wildlife by the 
building of monuments to dead wildlife all over the country. Under the 
guise of mosquito control they have contributed to the drainage of lakes 
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and of swamps to such an extent that areas which once teemed with wildlife, 
lakes which once teemed with fish, are abandoned and gone so far as wild- 
life and fish are concerned. The Public Health Service, if it takes over the 
matter of pollution, is interested only in sterile streams, not in the aquatic 
life that might teem in those streams. Its sole philosophy in measurement 
of the pollutional load is based on B. coli. It is interested in the killing of 
wildlife rather than in its preservation. The philosophy of the Public Health 
Service cannot be consistent with the teaching of fisheries technicians where 
in many cases the addition of organic matter is required for the maintenance 
of proper fish life and for the propagation of fish. 
The worst objection, however, is not these, which have been made before. 
The worst objection is that it attempts to set up so-called drainage basin 
commissions. Now, the difficulty with state enforcement of pollution 
abatement is that it has been attempted without a properly informed, properly 
financed and properly handled commission or state organization that could 
study and work out the problems with the industries. They have followed 
the pinwheel method. Whenever pressure was exerted on a conservation 
body or state board of health that had the authority to act, they responded 
to that pressure. That pressure brought about other pressures and the 
pinwheel began to spin; the fireworks began to fly, and the pinwheel went 
off and left nothing but the burnt ends of distrust and discontent. 
Several of the states have adopted within the past few years an entirely 
different philosophy in the matter of pollution abatement and control. It 
is a matter of study and cooperation. In Louisiana — and I am speaking 
now not for the Conservation Department, but for the Stream Control 
Division of which I am chairman — we feel that we have gone a long way 
toward a solution of the problem which Kenneth Reid and some others tell 
us cannot be solved by the states themselves. We have a better than 60 
per cent correction in the pulp-mill situation. We have at least an 80 or 90 
per cent correction in our 72-mill cane-sugar pollution problem. We have 
made strides in the last three or four years in the matter of oil pollution. 
There is now not a single oil refinery in the state — and there are many 
of them — that is polluting a single stream. We have made sufficient 
progress to be able to judge as to the entire picture that has been laid 
before you with regard to the alleged inability of the states to correct this 
problem. There may be some states that cannot do it, but those states 
should look for correction within their own borders and not subscribe to 
this policy of defeatism and futility. 
The President: Are you ready for the question? Do you want to dis- 
cuss it further? 
Mr. Hoffmaster: A year ago, when this matter was before the Associa- 
tion, I protested the adoption of any resolution by an organization such as 
this which is reputed to know where it is going and really ought to know 
where it is going. I want to supplement what Mr. Chisholm has said by 
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saying this: that there is no question in my mind that the authority rests 
with every state — it is within the police power of the state — to dispose 
of this waste and to correct the situation if a bad situation exists. There 
is no reason in the world for our going to the Federal Government to clean 
up our streams within the state unless the question of international or inter- 
state problems is involved. They should be cleaned up by the states them- 
selves. If proper headway is not being made, I do not believe we should go 
to some other agency; action should be taken in the state which is closest to 
it. 
We have to remember this, too. If this bill becomes law and you people 
in the states are interested in the disposition of waste in the streams — 
interested, of course, as fish and game administrators — to whom are you 
going? Are you Louisianians going to Mr. Chisholm? No; you will have 
to head toward Washington, and it is a little further to Washington than 
it is to the capital of your state, to say nothing of its being a great deal 
more difficult to get things done by having to go to Washington. There is 
undoubtedly a place in the scheme of things for the Federal Government to 
take cognizance of the disposition of wastes in our waters, but I do not 
believe it is in that bill as drawn, and I do not think we should pass a 
resolution adopting it. 
Mr. Chisholm: I did not complete my point, when I was speaking a 
moment ago, about these pernicious drainage commissions. They are set 
up without funds; they have no means of support, no means of taxing any 
public groups, no means of assessing their costs against industry, no means 
of taking any money out of the pitiful appropriation of $250,000 set up by 
the Mundt Bill. But they are given tremendous authority over the states. 
If a state fails to act within six months after it has been given notice by 
one of these commissions, the commission may override the ruling of the 
state itself. The unfortunate part of it is that these uninformed commis- 
sions, with no power to spend money or gather information, are to tell the 
states that are making studies of these problems where they are to head in. 
The difficulty in all the states that have failed, as Louisiana failed in the 
past, in the matter of the pollution problem is in the dependence on exactly 
this type of pollution-abatement practice. 
Mr. Tucker: I want to support the position taken by the representatives 
from the states of Michigan and Louisiana. I think it is improper for this 
Association, representing as it does widely divergent views, to go on record 
as supporting a bill concerning which there is much controversy among the 
membership. Therefore, if you do not have a motion before you, I move 
you, sir, that the Mundt Bill resolution be voted favorably, and that the 
resolution be tabled. 
The President: The Chair may be a little dense, but I understood Mr. 
Tucker to move that the resolution be acted upon favorably. 
Mr. Tucker: I have to make the motion that it be acted upon before 1 
can move that it be tabled. 
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Mr. Leffler: I will second the motion to table. 
Mr. Graves: I want to second Mr. Tucker’s motion to table. 
Mr. Talbott Denmead: I rise to a point of order. There is a motion 
before the house to adopt this resolution, and it was seconded by the 
gentleman over here; therefore Mr. Tucker’s motion would seem to me to 
be out of order. If he desires to make a motion to table a resolution, that 
precedes anything else. 
Mr. Tucker: My motion is to table the resolution in favor of the bill. 
The motion before the house is for adoption of the resolution that is favor- 
able to the Mundt Bill. My motion is to table it. 
The President: The motion is not debatable. All in favor will indicate 
by saying “aye”; those not in favor “no.” 
Some Members: Aye. 
Some Members: No. 
The President: The resolution is tabled. That is the effect of the 
vote; the organization does not take action on this resolution. 
Mr. Gutermuth: The Resolutions Committee would make a motion that 
the President of the Association appoint a committee to draft and approve 
a sportsmen’s code or code of ethics dealing with firearms safety and good 
sportsmanship — a code that can be compiled in such a way that it can be 
circulated and spread throughout the nation in an economical manner. 
The President: Does any one second that motion? It seems to me we 
are giving the new President a lot of work. I take it that what you are 
driving at, Mr. Gutermuth, is a sort of code on better sportsmanship. 
Mr. Gutermuth: On safety rules, better sportsmanship, and that sort 
of thing. 
Mr. Leffler: I will second that motion if Mr. Gutermuth will include 
a provision that the President appoint also a committee to work with the 
various agencies, as suggested a short time ago, in the development of a 
more intense safety program. 
The President: Do you accept that, Mr. Gutermuth? 
Mr. Gutermuth: Yes. I believe the one committee could handle both 
functions. 
Mr. Leffler: Then I am happy to second the motion. 
(The motion was carried.) 
The President: The next order of business is the report of the Time 
and Place Committee. 
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